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REMARKS 

Claims 33 and 37-41 and 43-58 are currently pending for further action. In the recent 
Office Action, the Examiner has allowed claims 53-58. 



Claims 33, 38-41 and 51 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as anticipated by EP 
530627 to Takei ('Takei"). While not explicitly stated, Applicant notes that the same 
rejection is also applied to claims 43-46, 49 and 52. This rejection is respectfully traversed 
for at least the following reasons. 

Independent claim 44 recites: 

An inkjet printing system comprising: 

ink comprising a carrier fluid and having an electrical charge; 
an inkjet print head using said ink for printing images on a transfer member 
that js adjacent to said print head and moveable with respect to said print head; and 
said transfer member disposed to transfer said images to a print medium- 
j . wherein said electrical charge facilitates transf er of said images tn thr print 
medium, 
(emphasis added). 

In contrast, Takei does not teach or suggest the claimed inkjet printing system in 
which an electrical charge in the ink facilitates transfer of an ink image from a transfer 
member to a print medium. To the contrary, Takei only teaches an electrical charge that 
causes the image to adhere more strongly to the transfer member rather than facilitating the 
transfer to the print medium. 

In this regard, the final Office Action alleges that Takei teaches an electrical charge 
that causes the ink transfer onto the recording medium at col. 10, lines 1-10. (Action of 
1 1/15/05, p. 6). This is exactly the opposite of what Takei actually says. The cited portion of 
Takei reads: 

This embodiment has an advantage in that solvent can be transferred 
effectively without disturbance of the recording image because the solvent recovery 
belt 64 contacts the transfer drum 51 with a very low line pressure. Of course, the 
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coloring particles will remain on the transfer drum 51 due to the electric field between 
transfer drum 51 and electrode 69. 
(Takei, col. 10, lines 3^9). 

Thus, according to Takei, "the coloring particles will remain on the trans fer drum 51 due to 
the electric field between transfer drum 51 and electrode 69 " (Takei, col. 1 0, lines 7-9) 
(emphasis added). 

Takei does not ever teach or suggest an electrical charge that "facilitates transfer of 
said images to the print medium" as recited in claim 44. (emphasis added), 

M A claim is anticipated [under 35 U.S.C. § 102] only if each and every element as set 
forth in the claim is found, either expressly or inherently described, in a single prior art 
reference." Verdegaal Bros. v. Union Oil Co. of California^ 2 U,S.P.Q.2d 1051, 1053 (Fed. 
Or. 1987) (emphasis added). See M.P.E.P, § 2131. For at least this reason, the rejection of 
claim -44 and its dependent claims based oil Takei should be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

Independent claim 33 recites: 

A method of printing with an inkjet printing system, said method comprising: 

providing a supply of liquid ink comprising a carrier fluid; 

using said ink, printing an image with an inkjet print head on a transfer belt 
that is adjacent to said print head and moveable with respect to said print head; 

absorbing carrier fluid from ink of said image with said transfer belt; 

heating said transfer belt to facilitate removal of said carrier fluid from said 
image on said transfer belt; and 

transferring said printed image from said transfer belt to a sheet of print 
medium. 

In contrast, Takei fails to teach or suggest heating a transfer belt that absorbs carrier 
fluid to facilitate removal of the carrier fluid from an image on the transfer belt. Li Takei's 
Fig. 2 and the corresponding text, a belt (1 1) is taught that includes a 'Svater absorbing layer." 
(Takei, col. 4 ? lines 55-58). However, Takei does not ever teach or suggest heating the belt 
(1 1) as recited in claim 33. 
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In this regard, the final Office Action refers to Takei at Figs. 3 and 4. (Action of 
1 1 15/05, p. 6). In Figs. 3 and 4 and the related text, Takei teaches a heating element (27) for 
heating a transfer drum (21). Takei does not, however, teach or suggest "heating [a] transfer 
belt" as claimed, (emphasis added). There is no teaching or suggestion in Takei that a 
transfer belt can or should be heated. 

Takei only teaches heating a transfer drum for the purpose of filling a solvent 
"recovering tank" (26). (See, Takei, col. 5, Inies 35-43 and col. 6, lines 8-19). Such a 
"recovering tank" is not used or taught in connection with the belt (1 1) of Takei's Fig. 2. 
Thus, Takei does not teach or suggest any reason for heating a transfer belt, as opposed to a 
transfer drum. Moreover, the final Office Action fails to indicate how or where Takei teaches 
or suggests heating a transfer belt, as opposed to a transfer drum used with a solvent 
recovering tank. To the contrary, one of skill in the art would likely conclude that Takei 
teaches away from the claimed heating of a transfer belt because Takei only teaches heating a 
transfer drum. 

"A claim is anticipated [under 35 U.S.C. § 102] only if each and every element as set 
forth in the claim is found, either expressly or inherently described, in a single prior art 
reference." Verdegaal Bros. v. Union Oil Co. of California, 2 U.S.P.Q.2d 1051, 1053 (Fed. 
Cir. 1987) (emphasis added). See M.P.E.P. § 2131. For at least this reason, the rejection of 
claim 33 and its dependent claims based on Takei should be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

Additionally, the various dependent claims in this application recite subject matter 
that is neither taught nor suggested by Takei. For example, claim 43 depends from claim 33 
and recites "providing said supply of liquid ink comprising a carrier fluid with an electrical 
charge, wherein said electrical charge facilitates transfer of said images to the print medium." 
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As demonstrated above with respect to claim 44, Takei fails to teach or suggest such subject 
matter. For at least this additional reason, the rejection of claim 43 should be reconsidered 
and withdrawn. 



Claims 37, 47, 48 and 50 were rejected as unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over 
the teachings of Takei taken alone. This rejection is respectfully traversed for at least the 
same reasons given above with respect to independent claims 33 and 44. 
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